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REVIVAL OF THE DAMASCUS CALUMNY AGAINST 


THE JEWS OF BEYROUT, AND ITS REFUTA- | 


TION. 


Tue following article, which appeared in Zhe Times on Saturday, 
the Ist instant, created a most painful sensation among all classes 
“The Union Monarchique, a Paris paper, contains a letter, dated 
Beyrout, the Gth ultimo, in which the Jews of that neighbourhood 
are charged with a murder of the kind attributed to those of 


Damascus some six or seven years since. — 


_ “An atrocious crime, which has caused the liveliest excitement throughout 


_ the Lebanon, was lately perpetrated at Deir el Kamar, a small town situate — 


inthe mountains, within three leagues of Beyrout. A procession took place 
thereon Palm Sunday, according to the Maronite custom, in commemoration 
of the triumphant entry of our Saviour into Jerusalem. Many children 
assisted at it. During the ceremony a frightful storm arose, which dispersed 
the persons composing the procession, and some children among them 


sought refuge in the adjoining houses. The procession had by this time — 


reached the quarter inhabited by the Israelites. When the storm was over, 
all the children again joined the procession, with the exception of a boy six 
years-old. A search was immediately instituted in the Jewish houses, but 


without any result. It was quite natural that their inmates should have | 


been Suspected of stealing the child, when we recollect that in the case of 


Father Thomas, one of the individuals charged with murdering him, who | 
embraced Islamism to escape the vengeance of his co-religionists, confessed 


his guilt, and admitted that the Jews required every year Christian blood to 
Prepare their unleavened bread at Easter. © 
had been killed for that object, and that his blood was used in the prepara- 
tion. Finally, after a lapse of three days, the corpse of the poor child was 
discovered in a field. His hands, feet, and side had been pierced, and he had 
been bled besides in the neck. It was impossible not to recognise at once the 
perpetrators of the crime. The first idea of the Christians was to take 
Justice into their own hands; but they ultimately yielded to the advice of 
the authorities, who prevailed on them to seek redress by legal means, Will 
they obtain it? It is very doubtful. In the meantime, the mother of the 
Victim has lost her senses with grief. The father has come to Beyrout to 
Make a deposition of the fact. He is waiting the decision of the govern- 
ment, but he swears that if he is denied justice, he will himself take a 
Prompt and terrible revenge. Several Jews have been arrested here and 

fown into prison. The authorities hesitated to institute proceedings. 
urkish justice, moreover, is slow and venal. What will the European 

dsulsdo? It is to be feared that they will temporise, and endeavour to 
USh up the affair.” | 


The Times added not a word of comment to this palpably malig- 


For forwarding copies as published, free of extra expense, throughout the i 


can be transmitted either in postage stamps, or by post-office order, pay- 


‘ADVERTISEMENT SCALE.—For the first six lines, 5s. and sixpence for 


He added, that Father Thomas — 


nant letter; and although no rational man, Jew or Christian, 


doubted for a moment that the Beyrout calumny was as false and 


unfounded as that of Damascus ; although the malignity of the 
correspondent of the French paper was stamped on every para-— 


graph of the letter; yet, the horrors and atrocities which followed 


the charge at Damascus being vividly brought to our recollection, 
the cruel tortures and dreadful sufferings of our innocent brethren 


being recalled to our imagination, we, and no doubt every one who 


has a heart to sympathise with the innocent sufferer, anxiously 


awaited further information on the subject. Our anxiety however 


was somewhat relieved by the following paragraph, which appeared 


| in The Sun of the same Saturday night. — 


“The Union Monarvhique, the organ of the Partipretre, is endeavouring 


to excite a persecution against the Jews, more particularly those of Palestine, 
| by publishing a pretended letter from Beyrout, reviving the old calumny — 
against them of murdering a Christian at the celebration of their Passover, 
We hope that M.Cremieux, and. the other French Hebrews, will take mea-: 
sures to trace these falsehoods to their source. It is worthy of observation, - 
jj that these Jesuit-revivers of exploded calumnies are the persons who com- 
| plain that the University deprives them of the liberty of instruction—~a false - 
accusation be it remembered—yet still, it is well that those who join in the. 


cry should know the species of instruction which these learned and. most 
Christian men demand liberty to impart to their pupils.” : | 


But we were entirely relieved from suspense on the appearance of 
a letter from Sir Moses Montefiore in The Times of the Monday 
following. 
ae To the Editor of the Times. 

Sir,—My attention has been directed to a paragraph which appeared in 
yesterday’s Zimes, being an extract. from the Union Monarchique, Paris 


paper, and which extract purports to contain a narrative of the abduction 
and murder, by the Jews of Deir el Kamar, near Beyrout, of a Christian 


child; that after the lapse of three days, the corpse hed been discovered in a | 


field; that the hands, feet, and side of the child had been pierced, and that 
it also had been bled in the neck. Happily, | am in possession of intelli- 
gence of the 5th and 6th of April, from a correspondent at Beyrout, in whose 
veracity I have every reason to confide, and am thus enabled to furnish a 


- correct statement of the circumstances. | 


It appears, that on the day preceding Palm Sunday, several Christian boys 
joined some religious procession, agreeably to the custom of the place. In the 


dusk of the evening one of the children, about the age of four years, having 
strayed from the others, lost its way among the gardens and vineyards. On 


the following day, when it became known that the child was missing, the 
fanatic populace attributed its disappearance to the Jews; their Synagogue 
and houses were tumultuously searched, but, of course, without success, and 


~ subsequently the child was found in a vineyard, exhausted by cold, hunger, 


and fatigue, from the effects of which it soon after expired. This, however, 
did not silence the clamour of the ignorant multitude, and eventually the 
affair was referred to the Governor-General. The accused persons had been 
placed in confinement, but on their brethren undertaking for their appear- 
ance, in due course the Governor gave instruction for their immediate 


liberation, and he has directed an investigation before the proper judicial 


‘ribunal, | 
"3 am happy to say, that Colonel Rose, Her Majest:’s Consul-General at 
Beyrout, kindly interfered on the occasion, and that, tuanks to the humane 
intervention, and the good sense of the Governor of the district, my poor 
brethren were protected against the frantic violence of the aCCU SOS, : 

I had hoped, sir, that, even in the East, the absurd, yet cruel Cajummnies 
against our faith had ceased to obtain credence; yet, when ignorance and 
superstition prevail to so great an extent, it Is more & subject for sorrow 
than surprise, to find the occasional resuscitation of the bigotry of a by-gone 
age; but, sir, | cannot refrain from expressing my deep regret that this me- 
lancholy event should have been recorded so tnaccuratey, and in so adverse 
a spirit by the journal in question. 
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but not to its refutation, 


‘JEWISH CHRONICLE. 


| 


I am anxious to obviate its mischievous tendency by an authentic version 
of the circumstances, and | entertain no doubt, though fully conscious of the 
value of the space I seek to occupy, that you will kindly admit this letter 
into your columns, as you will thereby give at least an equal circulation to 
the true, as you have unfortunately given to the erroneous statement; though 
I believe, that, eve without contradiction, few would attach ahy credence to 
the infatuation thus unhappily revived. = | 

J have the honour to be, Sir, 

| Your obedient humble servant, 
Grosvenor-Gate, Park-Lane, Moses MoNntTEFIORE. 
May 2nd, 1847. 


‘The Jews and their friends are under a deep obligation to 
Colonel Rose for the active part he has taken in the affair, and 
Sir Moses Montefiore has added another claim to the many he 
already has, upon the everlasting gratitude of his co-religionists, 
by the energetic contradiction of the statement in the French 


paper, and the bold remonstrance against the malicious writer. 


It is gratifying to notice how the Press of this enlightened 


‘country, with very few exceptions,* is ever on the alert to lend 
its powerful aid to disabuse the public mind of the prejudices 
against the Jews which many of the foreign papers studiously dis- 
‘seminate; how impartial and unbiassed is the sentence which the 


organs of the English public pronounce on their own co-reli- 


rionists when fanaticism assails the Jewish character, and when 
the shafts of bigotry are levelled against the body of the Jewish 


nation. The Daily News, for instance, thus speaks of the French 
journal which originally propagated the falsehood t— 


“The orthodox Union Monarchique publishes a letter from Beyrout, | 


which might have been written in the time of the crusades, if there had then 
been Paris newspapers, and if they had maintained correspondence in the 
east, 
veracious letter, a child of six years was lost, and immediately supposed, 
like little Sir Hew, of Lincoln, to have been murdered by the Jews. 
search, indeed, which was set on foot in the Jewish houses, led to no result, a 
circumstance which appears to have been considered as rather confirmatory 


of the popular suspicions than otherwise. But, after the lapse of three days, | 
the corpse of the poor child was found in a field. 


His hands, feet, and side 
had been pierced, and he had been bled beside in the neck. ‘ It was impos- 


sible not to recognise at once the perpetrators of the deed,’ says the French © 


correspondent of a newspaper circulating in the ‘ capital of the universe’ 
‘““ We confess that, as disciples in mythology of Niebuhr and Muller, we 


‘should, but for the high authority of the Beyrout correspondent, have sup- 


posed that the most remarkable circumstance about this murder was the 
coincidence of the legend of Lincoln with that of the Lebanon, at the dis- 
tance of some thousands of miles and some hundreds of years. We should 


further have remarked, that the method of the murder savoured rather of | 
Catholic than of Judaic tradition, and reminded us of Lord Shrewsbury and | 


the Addolorata more than of the synagogue. But it seems that in the pre- 


sent case there is no doubt about the propensities of the Hebrews of the | 


Mountain, ‘ when we recollect that in the case of Father Thomas, one of the 


individuals charged with murdering him, who embraced Islamism to escape — 
the vengeance of his co-religionists, confessed his guilt, and admitted that 

the Jews required every year Christian blood to prepare their unleavened 
bread at Easter. 
Object, and that his blood was used in the preparation.’ 


He added, that Father Thomas had been killed for that 


We do recollect 
the case of Father Thomas, though not the particulars and highly probable 


_ Statements of the respectable renegade here quoted. The persecution of 


the Jews which followed, was an undoubted fact, proving the cannibalish 
propensities of the victims about as clearly as the bricks in the chimney 
testified that Jack Cade’s father was a Mortimer. 


fiction.” 


The Morning Herald, even though opposed to Jewish emancipa- 
tion on mistaken religious princples, yet admits the just tribute 


paid by Zhe Times to the Jewish national character. 


“ We rejoice that it is in our power, in common with our contemporary, 
to bear testimony to the loyalty, the decent behaviour, the morality, and 
Virtues of the Jewish people. In social and private life they can afford a 


— 


. We regret to perceive that our generally liberal contemporary, Douglas 
Jerrold, in his weekly newspaper of Saturday, May 1, intrdduces the article 
of the Union Monarchique in a conspicuous heading, *‘ Jews charged with 
the murder of a Christian child;” and referring to the Damascus calumny, 

But the Editors have forgotten to copy Sir Moses 
tter (which they ought to have done on the Saturday follow- 
same journal in which the letter from Beyrout appeared. 


Montefiore’s Je 
ing) from the 


During a Maronite procession on Palm Sunday, according to this 


The 


. It will not be the fault of 
the French newsmonger if a similar persecution fails to follow the present — 


_ with honour to their adopted country. The Jews need 


at their command.” 


comparison with any other class: in public stations of 


eminen 
portance they have fulfilled their obligations with credit to themecheas on | 


not this 
either from our contemporary or from ourselves. The country PB 


they are sojourners, the state to which they have attached themselves. } 
expressed their opinion of Jewish probity, prudence, industry, and have 
demeanout, by breaking down every barrier raised in distant times bo | 
secution against their advancement, by opening every avenue to per. 


soci 
piness and civic station which the nature of the British constitution Bee) 


Whoever remembers the frequent and violent attacks, which not. 
many years since, even the English Press levelled against the 
Jewish character ; whoever recollects the times, when it was the 
fashion of the day—and surely, there is also fashion in newsnan, 


on paper 
articles—to vilify the Jew, and eagerly to seize every opportunity 
of arousing the prejudices of by-gone ages against him; whoever 


observes the petty jealousy which the brilliant writings of a 
Jewish author and. Member of the Legislature, even now, excite in 
the mind of a contemporary, eminent for his unsparing satire and. 
wit, must feel thankful to those writers in the public journals, and 
particularly to the Giant of the Press—TZhe Times, for their able 


advocacy of the Jewish cause, and for the tribute of justice they 
pay to the Jewish character, | 
| land like England, where the Press is endowed with the blessin 


For, be it remembered, that in a 


of freedom unparalleled in any other constitutional country in the © 


|| world; the influence it exercises on the notions of the populace 


is powerful in proportion to its liberty, and may justly be looked. 


upon as the barometer of public opinion. 


Although there is no doubt that this wonderful improvement 
in the tone of the Press is mainly attributable to the current of 
liberality which, with irresistible force, sweeps away the most 


- deep-rooted prejudices, and to the spirit of enlightenment, which 
illumines the darkness of fanaticism and bigotry ; yet, the Jews, 


on their part, may claim a fair share in the creation of this change 
for the better; by the open manifestations of their liberality of 
sentiment and action towards their Christian brethren. It is 


the proper interchange of sentiments which has produced a 
better understanding between Jew and Christian ; it is that which 
proves to the Christian, that the Jew may be conscientiously 


opposed to Christianity, and yet miay love him like his own 
brother. 


But, in order to remove the last vestiges of bigoted preju- 


dices, which yet lurk in the bosoms of some men, celebrated for — 


their otherwise characteristic liberality, it is indispensably neces- 
sary for us to manifest the same spirit of tolerance in our own — 


community. As long as the Jewish Champion, who so gloriously 
fought the battles of Damascus, of Rhodes, of Russia, and of 


Beyrout, countenances a party who refuse to re-admit into the 
pale of Judaism a body of their own co-religionists, whom he 
himself, as well as every one else, grants to be conscienti- 
ously pious, though, in his opinion, mistaken in theit 
reform principles; as long as the spirit of intolerance (we 
cannot find a milder term for it) recently manifested in the 
proceedings of the Sephardim congregation, continues to pre 
vail; so long remains our self-emancipation incomplete; so long 
must we live in the apprehension of being reproached by ou 
Christian brethren with intolerance among ourselves; so long 
must we apply to our own community the words of our highly 
esteemed and ever respected Champion, that ‘ when ignorance 
and superstition prevail to so great an extent, it is more a subject 
for sorrow than surprise to find the occasional resuscitation of re 
bigotry of a by-gone age.’ Let us, therefore, hope, that He nn 
has directed the pious mind of our noble Champion indefatigably 
to labour for, and to sympathise with, out oppressed brethren ° 
Damascus, Russia, and Beyrout, may also direct his mind to 
use his powerful influence in behalf of a body of oar re 
who ate labouring under disabilities inflicted upon them by the 
hand of their own brethren; that he may immortalise his philan- 
thropic fame, by holding out the hand of reconciliation, and thus 
restoring union and harmony in Israel. 
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-wHAT IS THE VOCATION OF THE BOARD OF 
DEPUTIES OF BRITISH JEWS? 


Letter II. 


Mr. EDITOR. 
Sin,—In my letter that appeared in your last number, I 


endeavoured to point out what was the proper vocation of the | 


Board of Deputies of the British Jews, and what good they 
might effect with the means at their disposal, if they would but 
shake off the apathy that as yet has marked their progress, and 
would turn their minds seriously to the working out of the pro- 
osed ends; and if, instead of being nominally the Deputies of 
the British Jews, they would show themselves so in reality, by 
earnestly labouring for that which their first law impresses on 
them, viz., for what may conduce to their welfare and improve 
the political condition of their constituents. But, sir, I observed 


we could expect no improvement till a greater connection existed | 


between this Board and the Jews at large. For it is impossible, 


while every step of its progress is marked by the greatest secrecy 
and carelessness, that those for whom it legislates can have any 
confidence in it, and look with aught save extreme listlessness on 


its continuance, or its removal, on its periodical birth and death. | 
And this, sir, is the cause why there is not one bond that can con- | 


nect, not one link that can in any way unite the Jewish community 


at large with its nominal deputies. For be their proposed mea-_ 


sures ever so important, the public know nothing of them; be 
their reports ever so interesting, the public remain ignorant of 
them; their very constituents have nothing more to do than to 
elect-them, and then, positively hear nothing further from them, 
either directly or indirectly, save at the expiration of three years, 


when, without the power of asking those whom they return any 


questions as to the past, to demand of them any promise for the 
future, they receive a note from their synagogue, informing them 
an election will take place on a certain day. 


By their laws, the deputies are bound, it is true, to furnish the | 
President of each synagogue with a copy of their reports, whether — 


special or half-yearly ; who in his turn, is bound to read the same 
at the next vestry meeting. But I would ask you, Mr. Editor, if 


this be giving the public any information? . Do we not all know, | 


that these vestries are composed of certain gentlemen, numbering 


twenty-five, who are packed for the occasion, and all of whom | 


must belong to the privileged class of Yehidim, or ratepayers? 
The seatholders, who are the electors, have no information afforded 
them, which fact is, of itself, sufficient to destroy any identity of 
feelings between them and their representatives. 


directly elected by any body, and to afford information only to a 
privileged class of that body. But the Board of British Jews 
have still more widened the breach between themselves and the 
public, by the little interest they themselves feel in their duties, 


and by the extreme apathy they themselves have shown in the — 


performanee of them: they have utterly failed to create any in- 
terest in their proceedings, because they themselves are careless 
a3 to their vocation. This simple fact, sir, fully proves my asser- 
tion; there is seldom a meeting convened, be the purpose ever so 


Important, that a quorum can be obtained, although the small | 


number of nine constitutes one; and be the purpose ever 
89 important or momentary, the like result generally happens. 
Will it be credited, Mr. Editor, that, when Sir Moses Montefiore 
returned fiom his Mission to the Court of St. Petersburg, 
four or five meetings were obliged to be summoned before a suffi- 


cient attendance could be procured to re-elect him President ? 


Will those of your readers who may chance to be electors, and 
Who delegated this Board to watch over their interests in Par- 
liament believe, that when Mr. Christie, M.P., sent the draft of 
his proposition to the Board of Deputies “ For legalising all 
Jewish marriages Se peanuts before the passing of a certain Act,” 
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Why, sir, it is |] 
opposed to the commonest dictates of political constituency to be | 


of their proceedings from its columns ? 
individually recognise the press, as we frequently see; but from 
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and requested to know if it were in accordance with their ; 
that only three gentlemen attended to deliberate on that really 
important subject; and being momentous, they were obliged to 
act, though not constituting a legal quorum? Is it then sur- 
prising, that at the late elections, so little interest was shown, as to 
who should be returned or not? Must there not be some great 
cause, some powerful agency at work, when out of from 1,000 to 
1,400 electors, not 120 took the trouble of polling? Does not 
this simple fact speak more loudly than words can attempt? Does 
it not prove that these elections, and the whole proceedings of this _ 
Board, fail to produce even a passing interest, such as the excitement 
of any election generally awakens? But have they not, sir, 
drawn it on themselves by these their modes of proceeding? Have 
they advanced one step with the spirit of the age, that demands 
the publication of all the proceedings of a Board constituted for 
the guidance of those they are to benefit? While themselves most 


anxious for the total enfranchisement of the British Jews, have they 
| shown that they understood the wants of the age, that they fully 
while apathy exists on the part of an executive, that interest can | 
be occasioned by its proceedings; it is madness to imagine, that — 


appreciate the principles of sound and liberal policy? While 
calling on the British Parliament to abandon its old prejudices, do 
they cast away theirs? Have they held out the hand of assist- 
ance to foster the rising spirit of liberal feeling and advancement 
among the Jews? Why, sir, one fact answersit. Itis recognised 
by all, that the creation of a press is a token of an improving and 
advancing spirit among any people, or any class. Well, sir; among | 


the Jews has the voice of the press also awakened; among them 


now for some years, has it raised its now loud and powerful voice ; 


but has the Board of Deputies aided its progress? Has that Board, 


which is presumed to be composed of the most liberal and en- 
lightened among the Jews, which is to represent to the Christian | 
world the yearning spirit of the modern English Jew, for ad- 


| vancement, for progression, for mixing with them, and partaking 


of their rights—has it, J ask you, Mr. Editor, furthered and- 


encouraged the growth of the Jewish press, when it miust be 
' aware that the English press is the bulwark of English liberty? 


Officially, has it even recognised it? Is it not the sole means 
of communication between the rich and the poor ; between the — 
near and the distant; between those in authority and those who 
have to look up tothem? and why, then, sir, have not the reports 
of the Deputies been published therein? why do we learn nothing 
These same gentlemen 


them as a body—as the body from which all the liberal measures 
and policy of the day should proceed—has it not only received no 


| encouragement, but their silent refusal to recognise it might 


have tended to destroy it in the bud. But, sir, its life’s blood was 
too vigorous—its sap, when even young, too fruitful—to be easily 
These, Mr. Editor, are the prevailing causes why there can 
exist no bond of interest between this Board and their consti- 


tuents; why they can effect no possible good, save spending some 


4001. every three years ; and till, sir, these causes are removed, 
we can hope for no better state of things, we can look for no 
improvement, or aid for advancement from them. But they have 


the means of awakening an interest by a sound and vigorous 


policy ; by calling in the press to aid them; by making known 
every stage of their proceedings; by throwing off the veil that 
now but hides their nakedness, and by calling their constituents 
together periodically, to give an account of their actions, or to 
ascertain their feelings on particular or extraordinary cases. [| 
have thus, sir, endeavoured in my letters generally to show, and 
intend, if you will permit, to point out specially, what ought to be 
the vocation of the Board of Deputies, and what are the causes 
that arrest their beneficial action, In doing so I have been 
actuated by no ill-will, nor have I in any one point stated aught 
but fact. Far from believing it to be hypereritical to examine 
the acts of such a Board, or ungrateful to scan what it has not 
done, but ought to do, I think it would be hyperfastidious to 
avoid doing so, and suffer the influence of rank and wealth to 
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_ aster of the three united boards of the congregations alluded 


— 
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silence the voice of reason, or to still the wild heart-throbbings 
that are excited by the mere thoughts of their past and present 
inactivity, and utter callousness. If, sir, these remarks awaken 
in them anger or passion, I shall even then not feel grieved; any- 
thing, sir, that can arouse them. But, sir, I do trust, if these 
opinions at all accord with yours; if you find, which you must, that 


I have stated nothing beyond fact; that you will not fail in your | 


vocation, that you will not shrink from your duty, and, 
by your continual exhortations, by your powerful voice, will 
rouse a spirit in the people, to judge for themselves, and act 
for themselves. By so doing, you will not only benefit them, but 
raise yourself by proving that your life is within yourself, and 
that, determined to stand, though unrecognised by those who 
should most hold out the hand of assistance to you, your own 
energies will support you; and that, despite all, you will be, indeed, 
the organ of the people, and the re-animator of spirit among the 


FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE, 


CHIEF RABBI DR. LILIENTHAL’'S PROCEEDINGS 


AT NEW YORK. 


_ A correspondent of the Occident furnishes that journal with a 
long report of the doings of Dr. Lilienthal, at New York. We 
extract such parts of that report as tend to show the zeal and 
energy displayed by the Chief Rabbi since his election’ to the high 
office, and the lively desire manifested by the committees to co- 
operate with and support their spiritual leader. | 


It is now over one year since the United German Synagogue of New — 


York elected Dr. Lilienthal as their Chief Rabbi, and very little has yet been 
given to the public as to the results of that election, 
Mr. Editor, to use your pages for the purpose of bringing before your 
numerous readers some of the acts of the Reverend and learned gentleman, 
the result of which will do honour to the congregations of which I am an. 
humble member, for the wisdom displayed in their selection of such a 
pastor, and will, in my opinion, confer immense benefits on the spiritual 
welfare of the whole body of Israelites in the United States, as tending to 
unity and harmony in the worship of the true and only God in our beloved 
country, the United States of America. oe. oh ae 

On the arrival of Dr. Lilienthal from Russia, where he had held a high, 
responsible, and richly-endowed office, but which he could no longer 


occupy in the presence of the cruel persecutions which our holy faith had to. 
labour under, he was invited to deliver sermons in the three German Syna- 


gogues. Immediately thereatter he was elected Chief Rabbi by the unani- 
mous voteof the members of these Synagogues. At the first meeting there- 


were appointed to report on the following subjects:— _ 
On order and regulations during public worship. 
On confirmation — on Shechitah (lawful meat), | 
On Chalitza and marriage — on funeral ceremonies. © 
On Beth-din — on proselytes, as connected with the question of inter- 
‘marriages with Christians, | | | 
The committees went to work. The report on the subject of “ confirma- 
tion’’ was received and adopted. The principal features thereof were, that 
every boy at tweive years of age, and every girl at eleven, is to receive 


preparatory religious instructions from the Chief Rabbi himself, from the 


period of Hanucka toShebuoth, These instructions are to consist of the 
knowledge of religion in general, but particularly the principles of the 
Jewish creed and its revelations, the doctrine of the existence of God and 
of his commandments, the immortalityof. the soul,..explanation- of the 
thirteen articles of faith, the duties of man to God, to himself, and to his 
fellow-creatures, and all the requisites of the moral law. On the first day 
of Shebuoth of each year, the children who are properly prepared are to 
receive public confirmation, Last Shebuoth this august ceremony was, for 
the first time, publicly performed in the Anshay-Chesed Synagocue, Up- 
wards of fifteen hundred persons were present, and no one doubted the 
excellent effect it had on the whole assemblage. The Rabbi delivered an 
impressive sermon, Which drew tears from all, and satisfied every One, that 
far from being a destructive innovation, “confirmation” was an earnest 
appeal to every Je 

our holy religion, and await with confidence for the fultilment of the 
prophecies: “ And the Lord shall be King over all the earth, on that day the 


Lord alone shall be acknowledged, and His 
name be one.” He 
vincing evidence that the ceremony of c¢ gave con 


onfirmation is in accordance with 


A SuBSCRIBER, 5S. 


Permit me, therefore, | 


to, committees 


w to rally with heart and soul round the standard of | 


| 


tions of New York. © 


son of the Minister of War, who headed the riot: 


the strictest rules of orthodoxy, as laid down in the Talmua ‘and Shuleh 
an. 


Aruch. “Confirmation” is, however, not to interfere in the least with ¢, 


ceremony of *x¥7) 72, which is to be performed as heretofore. 


The report then gives six sections “in relation to ord 


er a} 
lations during worship,” and continues :— and regu. 
The great aim of Dr. Lilienthal’s efforts seems to be the improve 
the mental condition of Jewish youths. A society has been ries of 
combining members of the three united Synagogues, for the establishmen 
of aunion school. Each member thereof contributes two dollars ann ot 4 
The charge for each scholar is to be seven dollars yearly, excepting eh 
who are to be received free of any charge. The school is divided een 
sections, the elementary, and high school. The former is again divided 
two classes, and the latter in three. In 


. e. The subjects to be taught in the 
elementary section are, catechism, Biblical history, Hebrew and E 


neli: 
reading and writing, translation of the prayers, of Genesis and Eee 


arithmetic, the first elements of English and Hebrew grammar and of 
geography. The studies of the high school are to be, catechism, the whole 
Bible, the history of the Jewish people, some parts of the Orach-chayim 
history of the United States, general history, the English language, arith. 
metic, algebra and geometry, book-keeping, and the Hebrew, French, and 
German languages. One hundred and twenty scholars attend already thie 
elementary classes, and their number increases almost daily. Judging from 
the interest taken in the matter by our members generally, we have the 
gratifying prospect that this school will soon be such as to do honour to the - 
Jews of New York. | 
Besides the sermon delivered on each Sabbath morning, the Chief Rabbi 


has kindly offered his valuable services to one of our nman (societies), for 


the purpose of reading a )y'w (portion) from the well-known xan my, 
After the 1y'w, the right reverend pastor delivers a lecture on the history of 


the Jews from the destruction of the first Temple up to the present time. 


These highly interesting lectures draw large crowds of hearers, hastening to 
listen to these instructive discourses. 
Well may these proceedings of our Trans-Atlantic Jewish brethren 
serve as a stimulus to our leaders in this country, where the want 
of pulpit instruction in general, and Sabbath discourses in par- 
ticular, is felt as much as, if not more than, among the Congrega- 
Greece. — VILLAINOUS OUTRAGE.— GALLANTRY OF AX 
ENGLISHMAN.—On the afternoon of Easter Sunday the house of 


Don Pacifico, a highly respectable and inoffensive Jew, was at- 
| tacked by a mob of 500 ruffians, who, breaking into the house, 


completely destroyed every thing it contained, threw the furniture 
out of the windows, robbed the owner of a large sum of money 


(nearly 500/. sterling in specie), besides plate, jewels, ete. ; pulled 
his daughter out of bed, where she lay sick; wounded another; 


and in short proceeded to every extremity, calling on each other 


to kill the Jews, which they, no doubt, would have done, had not 


an Englishman, Mr. Black, passing by, gallantly and fearlessly 


|| rushed to their assistance, and succeeded in getting the father 


under the shelter of the British mission. Although gensdarmes 


were looking on while the mob commenced the attack, no one 


attempted to send for the military, and when a force, at last, after 
an hour had expired, arrived on the spot, above three hundred 
persons were allowed to come out of the house, carrying awa) 
their plunder, without any attempt being made to stop them. A 
silver tray has since been recovered, which was carried off by the 
The dollars 
have vanished, never to be seen again. It is a curious fact, 10% 
that if the mob had killed Don Pacifico (and several deadly blows 


_were aimed at his head), the Greek Government would no doubt 


have avoided the payment of a considerable sum it owes him for se 
taken for the palace. I am assured M. Coletti, who, when aio 
with the perpetual murders taking place in Athens, is poo 
to answer, “ Murders are also very frequent in Paris, 10” ‘ i 
up his shoulders, and says, “ It is a Greek custom to attac 1 : ” 
at Easter time ; it is a thing that very often happens 1 Tu a 
Baron Rothschild, of Frankfort, whose advent in Greece has bee 


hailed by the Ministry as proof of the little harm the English ca" 


do them, as they say he is here with a new loan ready; if the 


British Government demands money, must have been much ay 
with the security of life and property (and consequently of no of 
Greece, when such are the events that take place 1m the wu : 
the day in Athens.—Douglas Jerrold’s Weekly NewspaP 
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MISCELLANEOUS. 
DR. RAPHALL’S LECTURES ON THE LIFE AND 
TIMES OF NAPOLEON BUONAPARTE. 

(Concluded from page 126.) 


After a few. other remarks, the lecturer observed, at no period had there 
been such abundance of first rate talent in both Houses of Parliament, or 


men with such extensive practical knowledge, and so much eloquence of © 
language, correctness of judgment, and such prudent foresight of the dangers | 
which threatened. Among them were the great three, so unlike in prin-— 


ciples, so opposed in their views, but so perfectly alike in eloquence and 


atriotism. Britain had not yet seen their equals — Pitt, the patriot minister | 


 . Fox, the friend of the people — and Burke, the sage, whose illumined eye 
penetrated the obscurity of coming events, and clearly traced the course and 


progress of the Revolution, judging according to the never-failing standard | 


of human nature. Burke and Fox had been friends and champions of the 
people’s liberties, they had fought side by side, and held office together. 
After the lapse of twenty years, the French Revolution broke up their 
friendship. Fox, with his ardent and generous spirit, looked upon the 
efforts of the French as on a noble-minded people seeking to redress the 
wrongs they had so long suffered. He held it be the dawn of European 


regeneration. He sought not to impede, but to assist its course. Burke, of | 


-a cooler temper and more penetrating judgment, early discovered the danger 
_of the levelling principles which the French put forth. He clearly saw that 
these principles would not secure freedom, but must lead to licentiousness 
and its inevitable attendant—a military despotism. It caused a breach be- 


tween him and Fox, which soon became irreparable, and Burke thus sacri- | 


ficed his private feelings to his public duties—the statesman upon the brink 


of the grave devoted his best energies to the cause, and a crowd of creatures, | 
venomous and low, began to assail and vilify him, as being actuated by the © 


most sordid motives. Posterity had done him justice. Posterity had 


decided that of the mighty three who took different views of the French — 


- Revolution—the most correct, the most comprehensive, and the most pro- 
found view, was that of Edmund Burke.. The ardour and generous prin- 


ciples of Fox induced him to take a more favourable view. Last, but not | 


least, came Pitt, the giant mind, who, to a temper most cool, and a judg- 
ment most calm, joined a most courageous and enduring firmness, unyielding 
energy, and untiring activity. He was the defender of vested interests. 
After referring to numerous calumnies on Pitt, the lecturer continued, that 
he did not hate France, but only the Jacobin principles ; he wished to see 
- France great and powerful, well knowing that the mighty power in the 
east required a counterpoise in the west. Resuming the narrative, the lec- 
turer referred to the Mutiny at the Nore, and the defeats of the French at 
St. Vincent and Camperdown. After signing the treaty of Campo Formio, 


Bonaparte returned to Paris. Banquets, addresses, and orations were offered | 
to the victorious general. The Government did not forget, however, that he || 


had acted independently of them; mutual jealousy was excited; they feared 
his ambition, and he hated their Jacobin principles. He proposed to the 


Directory an expedition to Egypt, and they, glad to remove him to a distant | 
scene of activity, accepted his offer. Preparations were secretly made, and | 
. The lecturer then rapidly sketched the 
battle of the Nile, and the defeat of the French fleet—the apparent impos- — 


an attack on England was expected. 


sibility of Bonaparte’s return to Europe—the successes of Suwarrow and the 
Austrians—the repulse of Bonaparte at Acre—his subsequent return to 
Europe, and accession to the supreme power in the revolution of 18th Bru- 
maire—which would form the chief topic of the next lecture.—Birmingham 
Journal, 


The memorable answer of Plato to Diogenes might be applied - 


very frequently by the pious-minded to those pretenders to piety 
who regard the hollow forms as indubitable evidences of vigorous 
faith. ** See,” exclaimed the Cynic, “ how I trample on Plato 8 
pride !’’ «¢ Yes,” answered Plato, “ but with much greater pride of 
your own.” —Cup of Salvation. | 

The most delicate and beautiful mind, like the most delicate 
flower, is the soonest blighted! yet it is the source of the most 
exquisite happiness, as well as countless evils, owing to its refined 
susceptibilities. —Jb. 


Jewish BARRISTER.—We learn from the Globe, that George 
Jessel, Esq. M.A., Fellow of University College, was called to the 
Bar by the Hon. Society of Lincoln’s-Inn. 


Liverpoo. Jews’ Menpiciry Sociery.—We are much 
gratiGed to perceive, from a Report of the Board of Management, 
recently presented at the First Annual General Meeting, that the 


expetiment made by the above excellent Society has been success- 


ful, and holds out expectations of future prosperity. — 


JEWISH CHRONICLE. 
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To state the origin. and object of the Society, we cannot do 
better than quote the following from the Report :— 
“Tt will be recollected that under the previous system the casual 
poor received almost indiscriminate relief; little inquiry was 
made; and thus the certainty of obtaining some assistance con- 
stantly induced the application of sturdy mendicants, many of 
whom visited the town twice or thrice yearly, solely for the ptir- 
pose of begging. These demands were a serious injury to the 
congregational funds, and so oppressive on the honorary officers 
as to cause much difficulty in inducing persons to accept office. 
To this evil must be added the annoyance to individual Members, 
who were subjected to daily, and almost hourly, importunities, and 
frequently relieved those that were undeserving simply to rid 
themselves of the interruption occasioned to their business 
pursuits. 

“All concurred in the necessity for some change; but it was 


felt needful, in supplanting an old system, that one should be de- 
_ vised which would afford reasonable aid in all cases having a shadow 


of claim, and that, if possible, it should be combined with an 


effort so to distribute alms, that, whilst deserving objects should be 


encouraged to try by means of industry to raise themselves above 
mendicity, the really idle should be either altogether refused, or 
have so small a modicum of relief as to prevent application to the 
Institutions of this town for aid. | 

‘Peculiar circumstances awaited the commencement of the 


Society’s proceedings, and have tended to test the efficacy of its 
regulations as a corrective of the evils and annoyances adverted 


to; the persecution to which our Brethren have been subjected in 


| year. 


- Northern Europe, and the facility of transit from distant countries, 


by means of steam-vessels and railroads, having caused a more— 
than ordinary influx of casual poor to the town during the past 

_“ As experience shows that nothing can be more destructive to 
the interests of society than lavish almsgiving, they firmly believe, — 


if it be desirable to inspire principles of morality and industry | 


amongst the poorer classes, and improve their social position, it is’ 


| only to be effected by adopting a strict examination into all claims | 


or relief, and avoiding any inducement, by unnecessary liberality, 
for able-bodied mendicants to continue their idle mode of life. 
«Entertaining these opinions, the Board of Relief have used more 


than ordinary care and discrimination in examining the cases that 


came before them ; and itis but right for the Board of Manage- 


ment to acknowledge, that to the constant attention of a few in- 


dividuals, the Hebrew residents of this large town are indebted 
for the economical disposition of the limited funds placed at their 
disposal, and for the advantages which have been derived from the 


| working of the Society during the past vear. 


~The Board have extended these remarks on the present occasion 
in the hope that the success of the experiment made by this 
Institution, imperfect as it may yet be, will induce the co-operation 
of the Provincial Congregations generally, and ultimately influence 
the Metropolis to follow the example. a cy 
“In this expectation, they may state that the promoters of the 
Society did not intend to confine its operations to the mere 


~ bestowal of alms, but looked to the higher object of inducing 


industrial pursuits by affording the aid of 
applicants. 
« They are satisfied this desirable result cannot be : effected so 
long as a pernicious system of almsgiving is pursued, and are 
convinced, that if the united Congregations of this kingdom 
would establish similar Institutions, and make arrangements for 
an exchange of information as to parties applying or relieved, an 
effectual check would be put to the immigration of idle mendicants, 
and the money misapplied in most cases of relief, by being dedi- 
cated to the uses of the deserving and industrious, would lead to 

a gradual improvement in the social position of the poor.” 
Mr. Benjamin Gompertz, it will be recollected, proposed a 
appears te 


small Loans to deserving 


similar Society for the Metropolis, and as the plan 


bak it “ 
‘ 
‘ 
= 
ay 
| | 
: 
> 
| 
3 
| 
| | ¢ 
| 
| 4 
| 
| 
| 
' 
& 
a J 
wus 
i} 
| 
er! 
4 
: 
4 
3 
$k 
3 
| 
| 
A 
‘ 


the claims 


134 


JEWISH CHRONICLE. 


work so well at Liverpool, might not the experiment be tried in 
London also? 


Hesrew EpvucaATIONAL InsTITUTION.—At a 
meeting of the members and friends of the above Institution, on 


Sunday, the 2nd instant, which was most numerously attended, | 


a splendid Silver Inkstand, bearing a suitable inscription, was 
presented to Mr. Michael Ashenheim, as a mark of their appro- 


bation of his services in connexion with theschool. B. Salom, Esq,., _ 
Treasurer to the congregation, in a lengthened speech addressed 


Mr. Michael Ashenheim in presenting him with the testimonial ; 
which was listened to with great interest on the part of the 
auditors. 


Evection oF Deputies.—WESTERN SYNAGOGUE, ST. AL- 


BAN’s-PLAce.—Messrs. S. K. Salaman and John Salmon were | 
re-elected Deputies of the above Synagogue, on Sunday, the 2nd | 
instant ; although the congregation numbers 230 members, thirty-— 


_ ix only voted on the occasion. 


On Saturday, the 7th instant, the Rey. the Chief Rabbi, not- 
withstanding the. unfavourable weather, walked from his residence 


in the city to the above Synagogue, where the Rev. Dr. delivered 
The discourse 


a sermon on the due observance of the Sabbath. 
was longer than usual, and very impressive. | 


West Lonpon SyNAGOGUE oF BritisH Jews.—The Mi- 


nisters of this Synagogue, in conjunction with one of its members, 


have just concluded the distribution of 125/., which amount was | 
collected among the members of the congregation in order to- 


mitigate as much as possible the distress which prevailed among 
the Jewish poor during the winter months. Upwards of 130 


CANTERBURY SYNAGOGUE.—We are much pleased to learn 
from Mr. J. Jacobs, the Secretary to the above Synagogue, that 
Lewis Gideon, Esq., of St. Helena, who isa native of Canterbury, 


but has been thirty-three years abroad, recently presented a dona- | 
— tion of 20/. to the Building Fund of the Synagogue. 
to this munificent gift, the hearts of the poor of the congregation — 
had good cause to rejoice in the brief visit which he paid last week 


In addition 


to his native city. ok 


YarmoutH JEwisn SyNacocue.—On Monday last, at Great 


Yarmouth, the first stone of the Jews’ Synagogue was laid by 
Mr. D. L. Cohen, in the presence of Messrs. Mordecai and. 
Mayers, and the rest of the congregation. Psalms were read by 


their Rabbi. The building is under the superintendence of Mr. || 
Michael Mitchell, and it is supposed, from that gentleman’s de- 


sign, that it will bea 
Norfolk News. 


Western Jewish Puivanruropic Socrery.—We publish 
in another part of our impression, an admirable report of this 
society, which, considering the services it confers on the poor, 
and the unexceptionable manner in which they are conferred, is 
entitled to rank amongst the best and the most useful of the Jew- 
ish charities of London. An important feature in this society is, 
that it does not in any way promote mendicity, but rather seeks 
to lessen the amount of pauperism (which at present presses so 
fearfully on the Jewish body), by assisting poor persons of good 


great ornament to that part of the town.— 


character with liberal loans, without charge or interest, to encou- | 


rage them to pursue an industrious course, and to maintain a 
becoming independence of spirit. If our readers can be induced 
to peruse attentively this Report, they will be delighted to per- 
ceive the immense amount of good effected by “the Philanthropic 
Society,” with very limited means; they will at once recognise 


persons, mostly parents of large and helpless families, the majority | 
of whom were connected with the various city Synagogues, have | 
received relief either money or weekly allowances of food, 
according to the nature and emergency of the case. 
_ We are assured that the gentlemen constituting the Relief and 
Visiting Committee, have acquitted themselves of their enviable 
with the utmost patience and attention. 


of this institution on public support, and they will | 


disement of the Order. 


their Torquemadas.” — Weekly Dispatch. 


trust you will : 
_ purpose of placing our question in a more satisfactory light. 


be led to respond in a generous spirit to the eloquent ap 

which is put forth. It would afford us great pleasure if y 
could persuade ourselves that the funds of all other charitable 
societies of this metropolis were administered with the same 
prudence, and in furtherance of the same laudable 


objects, 
We again earnestly recommend the Report to the notice of our 
readers. 


_ConviTion or THE JEws.—In this enlightened age it js 
monstrous to contemplate the absurd prejudices which exist against 
the Jews. For what is their real character ? They are hospitable 
and generous; charitable they undoubtedly are; excellent men of 
business do they make; and their kindness, in assisting each 
other when in distress, is notorious. Commerce has in all coun- 
tries sustained the greatest benefits from the operations and finan- 
cial enterprise of the Jews; and whenever they have been perse- 
cuted, or actually expelled, the commerce of the country so treating | 
them has materially suffered. They were the first who reduced 


_money-broking to a regular science; and now it forms actually one 


of the numerous principles of consummate civilization.......,, 

The Jews deserve to be well treated; for they are peaceable, 
orderly, and well-conducted subjects of the Queen ; and they never _ 
resent, either by their behaviour or in their writings, the illiberal 
behaviour of the Christians towards them. Take, for instance, 
their principal organ — The Jewish Chronicle ; and its articles 
will be found to be tolerant, and characterised by the strictest pro- 
priety. Their Chief Rabbi, moreover, Dr. Adler, is a most intel- 
ligent, liberal-minded, and estimable man, and is worth any one 
of the Bishops occupying their own special Bench in the House 
of Lords. We are delighted to find that the 7'imes has lent its 
aid to advocate the emancipation of the Jews from their religious 
disabilities. That journal, in an able leader on the subject, last 


Tuesday, placed on record the ensuing reflections: — ‘¢ The most — 


sincere tolerance of Popery is quite compatible with resolute ob- 


| jections to a Jesuit. But there are no such dangers to be appre- 
| hended from a Jew. 


He never makes proselytes. te never 
aims at spiritual dominion. He never intrigues for the aggran- 
Many monarchs have had Jewish 
favourites, who well deserved the favour they enjoyed ; but not 
one of them is found asking more for his countrymen than a re- 
spite from persecution, or a relief from pains. They have had 
their Esthers, but not their Maintenons; their Sidonias, but not 


To the Editor of the Jewish Chronicle. 
‘Srr,— As your last replies (Curon., April 16,) appear to have 
brought us to the conclusion in which nothing is concluded, ! 
excuse the endeavour I now wish to make, for the 


And 
first, as to the true roots of 33 and Sy. | You tell me very truly, 
that neither 123 nor 5% exist in Hebrew, while you allow, 
nevertheless, that they do among grammarians as fictitious etymo- 


logical roots: and to these you add several others as’ cognates. 


particulars. 


| 


To these last I could add some more. On these general gram- 
matical points, then, we are agreed. Let us now come to 


~ You will hardly affirm, perhaps, that either all of these cognates 
might be taken, or any two of them at random, as the true etymo”_ 
logical roots of these words (23 and ON), respectively. You 
would now, probably, have recourse to the analogy of the re 
for your guidance; and if so, 223 and 5», would, I think, i 
necessity, be preferred by you, as they have been by every apr 
marian of note, down from David Kimchi to your own @ al 
authority, Dr. Julius Furst. But you tell me, that the etymologi 


affinity between ad ‘and 32 may be accounted for by that between 
“the oak.” I remark, 33 is a new element here; 
question is about 31 and IN , But, in either case, until it de 
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shown, that the same cognate etymological roots ought to be taken | all been Polytheists. The exceptions here, therefore, must have 


for each pair of these our words, respectively, the apparent simi- 
larity had recourse to here, will be a delusion. I must remind you, 
too, that “ may be,”’ cannot be allowed to stand for a proof that 
the thing ts so (1).—I now take my leave of this question, 
Come we now to our second. You say here, that the 
correctness of our reasoning depends solely on the question ;— 
«Whether the progenitors of Abraham, and consequently, of 
Moses, ever practised idolatry, and might thus become chargeable 
with the Polytheistic elements extant in the language of the He- 
brews ? We answer this query,” you add, “ affirmatively, pro- 
ducing for our voucher a Scriptural evidence (Josh. xxiv. 2). 
| answer ; the position to which I offered my objections (CuRon., 
March 31) is this:— Nothing is to be inferred but what is 
warranted by the fact that the yay yyw, in which Moses declared 
the Divine oracles, had been the language of the Polytheists.... 
for ages ere one family of all the tribes, among whom the yay ried 
was vernacular, returned to Monotheism.” 
necessary to enter into the question, whether the say pw had 
ever been used by Polytheists or not. I can readily allow that it 
had. ‘The part of your position which | combated was, that which 
indirectly assumed it as a fact, that all the families, among whom 


was vernacular, had at some time apostatised to Poly- | 


theism. If I misunderstood you, then, of course, all that I said 


was beside the point. I do not think at present, however, that I did 
misunderstand you. But, waiving this, I now affirm, that you 


cannot, under this new position, and from the passage quoted for | 
its support, establish it as a fact, that the progenitors of Abraham 


and Moses had at any time apostatised to Polytheism. This, | 
apprehend, is the main question before us. ‘To the less important 


one, viz., that Polytheistic elements are extant in the language of || 
the Hebrews, I give positive denial (2); as I also do to that which. | 


avers, that the Hebrews are chargeable with any such corruption 
as this implies, in the language of the Divine oracles. That the 
Hebrews were chargeable with Polytheistic practices I never 
doubted, because the Scriptures positively affirm it: but this is a 


thing totally different from that of their having corrupted the 


language of the sacred text (3). This must suffice for the charge, on 
this subject, brought against me in one of your former replies. 


Nor is it incumbent on me to prove, that these said progenitors 


never practised idolatry. The onus of proving the contrary lies 


upon you, who have affirmed it as @ fact that they have. All I 


can reasonably be expected to do is, to maintain my position, and | 


to show that it is out of your power to 
any thing beyond an assumption. 


- ‘Turn we now to Joshua xxiv. 2 


prove, that your said fact is 


i. e. from indefinite past time.) Zerah the father of 


| place says... Your | 
fathers dwelt on the other side of the flood in old time.” (Heb. | 


Abraham, and the father of Nahor: and,” it is added, “ they 


served other gods.”" Allow me to ask you, is the phrase “ your | 


fathers” (oa’nyasws), or “ Terah the father of Abraham,” &c. to 
be taken as the nominative to the verb “ they served” (1739)? 
Terah can hardly be taken as the nominative here, and. it is 
not made plural by the subsequent terms. ‘The most correct and 
natural supposition would be, that ‘‘ your fathers” (02’n)ax) should 
be taken as this nominative; and if so, it cannot be affirmed, that 
Terah is of necessity particularly involved in this general charge : 


but this, your assumption requires. Again, Obiyn seems to re- 


quire times much earlier than those of Terah: and if so, this 
place, and the general charge which it contains, cannot be confined 
to Terah, and his times only. The charge is general, and Terah 
May possibly be excepted. 
We have again (ver. 14, 15, ib.) this charge repeated; and in 
these plaees it can be considered only as general, and subject to 
large exceptions. It is said...“ The gods which your fathers 
served on the other side of the flood and in Egypt.” But it 1s 
certain, that the Hebrews were not wholly given to Polytheism in 
Egypt. It is well known that they cried to the Lord their God, 
4nd that he heard them; which could not be expected if they had 


I did not deem it /'. 


ecommencement of its series. 


and of Buz. 


of his life will admit of this. 


been large. 

If, then, the phrase ‘‘ your fathers” is not to be taken in the 
one case here as strictly universal, and without exception, neither 
can it in the other(4). I said in my last, that the discussions between 
Job and his friends,— some of whom, at least, must have been of 


the family to which Abraham belonged — carried us as far back as 


to the times of Adam for the authority of sentiments which could | 
have come from none but Monotheists. They never so much as 
once hint at a period, in which all was Polytheism: on the con- 
trary, they argue as if the persons to whom they appeal had been 
the best of believers. If they had stated too much, surely Job 
would have reminded them of this; for the arguments used on 
both sides, were pressed home on those who advanced them. — 1 
must be allowed to affirm, therefore, until the contrary be proved, 
that they knew of no such period; and that your assumption that 
there was, is a mere assumption. 

- But let us contemplate our subject for a moment, from the 
Shem, we know, was the proge- 
nitor of Abraham. Now it is said (Gen. ix. 27.) that * God.... 
shall dwell in the tents of Shem.” The subject of the discourse 


is here “God” (conde); the following verb, ‘‘ shall dwell” . 


(;>w"), must, therefore, be construed with it.* And if any re- 
gard is to be paid to this promise, as a prophecy, which I main- 
tain there ought to be ;—then, I say, it is but right to expect that — 
no period would occur, in which God would not be found to dwell, 

in one sense or other, in the tents of Shem. And with this, the 
arcuments of Job and his friends fully conspire. Nor is it likely, © 


| a@ priori, that God would suffer His promises utterly to fail (5). ; 


We may now come more particularly to the cases of Terah, 
Abraham, Haran, and Nahor. Nahor, then, was the son of 
Terah, and brother of Abraham, and father of Bethuel, of Uz, 
Job and Elihu, as I observed before, appear to have 


been descended from Nahor. They were certainly monotheists. . 


~ Bethuel also was (see Gen. xxiv. 31, 50). And in v. 60 they 


bless Rebekah, and this in some of the very words used in the 


promise made to Abraham (see chapp. xvii. 16, and xxii. 17). — 


Bethuel was, therefore, no polytheist ; and it should seem, from 
what we have here, that Laban also was none. Let us now exa- 
mine the case of Laban a little more particularly. It is said, then 
(Gen. xxxi. 24), that ‘‘ God came to Laban the Syrian by night,” 
etc., which could not be expected had he been a polytheist. His 


terming his teraphim his gods (nx) will prove nothing to the 


contrary, until it be shewn that the term o’77x% can be applied to 


nothing but an idol here, and that teraphim® were always necessa- 


* Our authorised Version is incorrect here: “ And Canaan,” it says, 
“ shall be his servant,” It ought to be, and Canaan shall be servant to them 
(Heb. 195 tay), i e. to both Shem and Japheth. Japheth never did dwell in 
the tents of Shem, according to this context. 
were assigned to him, and they are far distant from those of Shem. here 
is no good reason, therefore, for making 7B the nominative to ja¥". Nor is 
our version correct in giving “ shall enlarge” for the Heb, mm. 1 can find 
no place in which this form of the verb has any such meaning as enlarge. 
God pronounces Japheth foolish, idolatrous, is, 1 think, its true meaning. See — 
my Notes on Job xxxi. 27. Some have thought, and not Without reason. 
that Shem appeared to Abraham under the title of Melchizedeh. The length 
According to the common chronology, he 
could not have died much before the death of Abraham, The person to 
whom Abraham gave tithes, and from whom he received a blessing, should 
seem to be his superior: and I can conceive of none less than Shem who 
could, during his lifetime, be possessed of a dignity so great as this implies, 
His being, too, the progenitor of all the faithful, may account, perhaps, for 
his title, or name, Melchizedek, “ King of righteousness.’ ‘ And, uf this may be 
relied on, Monotheism was maintained in the person of Shem himseif, to the 
times of Abraham; and, as Job and some of his friends must have been 
descended from Shem, their religion cannot be styled, with any propriety, 
“ The religious state of the Gentiles,” as it is in your last reply. 

* One would hardly expect to find Jdols in the dwelling house of David 
(1 Sam. xix. 13, 16) ; and, from what is said there, the image could not 
have been much less than aman. Jt strikes me that these Teraphim were 
nothing more, in the houses of Monotheists, than family statues; preserved, 
perhaps, as family statues and pictures are among ourselves, at once to put 


~ 


His places of residence __ 


| 
| 
| 
4 
| 
| 
a! 
; 
| 
. 
| 
| 
> 
fs 
By 
4 
Bey. 
i 
Ie 
| § 
* 
| 
i 
3 
4 
7 
(| 
i 7 
4 
q 
| 
4 
7 
| 
4 
> 


JEWISH CHRONICLE. 


rily idols; neither of which can, I think, be done. So far Laban 

We énd Laban again (Gen. xxxi. 53) thus giving his oath to 
Jacob: ‘‘ The God of Abraham, and the God of Nahor, the God of 
their father (i. e. Terah], judge betwixt us.” We have Laban, 


then, affirming here that the God of Abraham, and of Nahor, was 


also the God of Terah, Abraham’s progenitor. Terah was, con- 


sequently, no polytheist. And, be it observed, all these used the 


s2zy pwd. And, once more, the God who appeared to Laban is 
(ver. 29) said by him to be the God of his fathers: and (ver. 42) 
Jacob himself affirms, that He was the God of Abraham. This 
was, therefore, no false God (6). — | 

Again, Lot was descended from Haran. Ue left Ur of the 
Chaldees with Abraham, which could hardly have taken place 
had he been a polytheist. The angels waiting upon him too, and 
hurrying him out of Sodom, seems to make for the point that he 


was atrue believer, and no polytheist(7). And, it may be further 
remarked that, we never hear one word in Holy Writ, either of the © 
conversion of Lot, or of Abraham from polytheism(7). Abraham’s 


obeying the call of God and leaving Chaldea, is the act, not of an 


unbeliever, but, on the contrary, of one remarkable for the strength — 
‘of his faith; and the same may be said of Lot; certainly the con- 
-trarv cannot be proved. I must affirm, therefore, that the fact 
assumed to the contrary, is a petitto principit; and, what is 
remarkable here, it involves a groundless and injurious charge | 
against the founder of the Jewish nation, as it also does, to some — 
extent, against the providential care of God himself with respect 
His people, thence descended (8). 


Again, it has been shewn that p2'miar above, does not necessarily 
inelude all the ancestry; and that Gen. xxxi. 53 does necessarily 
exempt Terah, Abraham, and Nahor from the charge of idolatry; | 
yet it should be shewn, that the passage in question (Josh. 


xxiv. 2, 3) is, according to Biblical usage, capable of receiving 
the construction which I have given toit. 


‘It should appear, I think, from the following places, that the 


sacred writers have never bound themselves by any rule, requiring — 
that such additional matter (which the Arabs would term e.\,3 


consequents), a8 is contained in 1723p") here, should be referred to 


the immediately preceding antecedent, e.g. Psalm Ixviii. 19. 
yea ow ought, perhaps, to be construed with p15, the remoter | 
antecedent, not with oyy71p the nearer. Again, Gen. xlix. 29, 30, || 
myn. v. 30 should be construed with ap in v. 29; and again 
here, 5x should be taken with FDI, not with ap. Again, 
Psalm Ixxxiv. 3, 4, MR is to be referred to in the | 
verse preceding, not to HN immediately preceding. In like 


manner Psalm Ixiii. 2, 3, must be referred to 3) 
in the verse preceding, not to y’n°1n next preceding, So, I think, 
apy’ in Psalm xxiv. 6 is to be referred to 77, not to 7°35 imme- 


diately preceding.. To these may be added Gen. x. 21, 5ytam as _ 

referring to Ow, which, as the subject of the proposition, requires 

it; not to np’ which is a subordinate qualifying term. To these I 
could add many other similar examples. This sort of construction — 


is common to the Arabic, and is considered elegant, e g. Koran, 


Sur: ii: 22; is to be referred to not to _\,:\ imme- 
goles! 


diately preceding, as done by Maracci and his follow 
injury of Mohammedans. A 


Hamasa, p. 366, line 11, to which many others might te added. 


ers, to the 


‘If, then, dependence may be placed on what is given here, y13y> in 


Josh. xxiv. 3, may be justly referred to p>»m1ax, the more distant 
antecedent, and not to Terah (implied), which is the nearer; and 
when it is considered that its plural form requires this, as also does 


the testimony of Laban, no reasonable objection can, perhaps, be 


us in mind of the virtues of those whom they re; 
| present, and to st 
their In the houses of Idolaters these 
bse seg principles of idolatry, be as necessarily worshipped, and always 


good instance occurs also in Freytag’s | 


the Bible itself, that no such period ever existed. Enoy 


period there prescribed, viz. the tenth generation 


_ this, too, you have Aben Ezra, as shewn in my last. 


— 


made to it; and if so, 13) mn) ought to be taken as anticipating 
the next verse, 3, and 172%, as parenthetical and ret ing 
tive(9). pec. 
_ I need not now stop to shew, that, when I argued for the wuiikee: 
theism of Melchizedek, of Job, and of his friends, I did not sg 
of my way to discuss the religion of the Gentiles; for. maa 
many of the descendants of Shem might have become Gentiles, the 


persons here had in view certainly did not, in the true theolo ical 


acceptation of that term. If, then, you can point out the period 
assumed by you, comprehending “ages,” it surely must be that 
which elapsed between the death of Shem and the birth of Abra. 
ham; but, as already intimated, it is clear, from the chronology of 


hh 
perhaps, now been said on this subject (10). gh has, 
Now then, for the few last words on Mr. Middleman’s questiog, 


| which I promised in my last. And, in the first place, I must 


again remind you, that, ‘“‘ Any one who argues that Ruth became 


| an Israelitess through her marriage with Boaz proceeds on a peij. 


tio principii,”’ is a fallacy, and a most perfect instance of the fault 
you here condemn. I proposed my argument, and gave Gen, 
ii. 24 as a voucher for its accuracy. If I misinterpreted this 


place, or misapplied it, you could have shewn this, which would 
have proved my reasoning to be fallacious, but not a petitio prin. 


cipii; but this you have not done. 
IT now resume that text, and therefore the conclusion grounded 
upon it, which has not yet been disputed; and I affirm that Ruth, 


after her marriage, became one flesh with Boaz, and, consequently, 
an Israelitess, for he was an Israelite. The only question we 
| need now touch upon is, whether Boaz could be justified in mar. 


rying Ruth who was a Moabitess, without committing an offence 
against the law laid down in Deut. xxii. 2. I[ need only refer 
you now to Ruth iv. 1, 2,4, 9, Il, 12, to shew, that Boaz called 
together the Sanhedrim* of his city, advised with them on the sub- 
ject, and received their concurrence and blessing upon it (11). You 
will also find in verse 13 that ‘‘ the Lorp (11°) gave her concep- 
tion,’ which, I have a right to assume, would not have been done 


had this act infringed the law of Deut. xxiii. 3, éransgression in 


Israel being not usually visited in this way (12). _ a 

~ You seem tothink that the Talmudical distinction usually made 
here, determines, that Aoabite does not include Moabitess. I object 
to this, not because it is Zalmudical, but because it carries with it a 


principle which is palpably unsound, as is evident from the con- 


text of Deut. xi. 19, to which it has been applied. (Compare also 


| chap. xxxi. 12—14.) But, suppose we allow it to be good, How 
| are we now to justify Boaz’s entering into the congregation? He 
was descended from Pharez (Gen. xxxviiil. 24—30), and was, to 


all intents and purposes, a 119m Tt. Now, if Deut. XXill. 3 pro- 
vides for such cases, Boaz could not yet have arrived at the. 
at least (see 


Ruth iv. 18—22); but it is not certain whether that law 


See the Targum on the first place here. self 
+ See the sentence of Judah against Tamar, ver. 24, and against et 
ver. 26; which canimply nothing short of the illegitimacy of this Cone 


~ and, of necessity, of this birth. 


1 must repeat what [ said in my last,— and this after due reflection had — 
that what Rosenmiiller and Leclerc concluded on Deut. xx!v. 2, govt 
intended by them to apply to verse 4, ib.; Leclerc, as you must see, “ a” 
Jonathan on verse 2 here, not on verse 4. If either of these had given his op! 
nion on verse 4, the case may have been different: but this has not pron 
Whatever credit | may be disposed to give you, therefore, for forbeara 
your last, I cannot allow you to assume this point. They have . 
enough, you tell me, for you; but, I say, not enough to satisfy ae ‘ 
tion; this is quite another thing. If, indeed, you had said, that bar 
the conclusion on the latter member of verse 2, for that of verse *" seal ng 
have had no right to refuse you this: but you have not done 80. shat the 
you, then, their said conclusion, What is now the fact? Why, t™ in 


general privilege obtained by entering the congregation W&S» Ons thee 
of 


the Hebrew commonwealth, with all its collateral pipe are 
intermarriages was one only, and that which might occur first in ” af 
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does not exclude the “1mm for ever; and the progenitors of 
Boaz were such, according to the rabbinical’ definition of that 


rerm. The YZalmudical expedient alluded to above, cannot, 


‘therefore, as far as I can see, be made to cover this case (13). 


How, then, could he have entered into the congregation, or have 


ossessed the rights of citizenship in Israel? for these are, after 
all, included in this privilege, according to the authorities ap- 
pealed to by yourself. It strikes me, that we must deal with this 
just as I have dealt with the case of Ruth. It is remarkable here, 


too, that the elders, or Sanhedrim, of Boaz’s city, cite this case | 


Ruth iv. 12), and pray for a blessing upon the marriage similar 
that granted to Pharez (14). We know, moreover, that ‘m did 
bless the house of Pharez, as He also did the marriage of Ruth. 
Whatever, therefore, we may say, or whatever faulty expedients 
we may apply here, it is certain that authority not to be disputed 
has pronounced each case good, and as accepted in His sight. 
Your expedient is, [ think, in each case, faulty (15). I have none to 
propose, except that, —as in all such cases, —the Power that made the 
Law must have pardoned the transgression, and must here have given 


intimation of this: a thing not unusual under the Old Testament. © 


Nor is it in our power further to know, on what grounds the San- 
hedrim alluded to, pronounced their concurrence and benediction, 
either in the case of Ruth, or of Pharez (16). But we do know, from 
the Scripture quoted (Gen. ii. 24), that Ruth, when ‘so married, 
became, to all intents and purposes, a true and legitimate mother 


_in Israel (17).—I now take my leave of this question also, and 


remain, 
Yours very faithfully, 
SAMUEL LEE. 


Trin, Coll. Camb. April 23, 1847. 


1. Etymologies are not articles of faith, on which an honest man 
- must arrive ata certainty, or give them up. In tracing the etymology of 


a word, for which there is no root in the same language (as is here the 


case)—a “may be” is the utmost that can be put forward, without 
incurring the charge of dogmatic assurance. 
2. How is this to be reconciled with Dr. Lee’s expressions, in his 


letter of March 4th (J. Cur. No. 67)? “I have, moreover, great. 


doubts,” says our learned correspondent in that place, “* whether it can 
be shown that the Hebrew language, as we now have it, has been 
influenced by Polytheistic notions, any farther than the Israelites them- 
selves may have so influenced it, under their various deflections to 
-Polytheism.” That was an admission of the existence of Polytheistic 
elements in the Hebrew language (only attributing their origin to a 


Wrong source): in the present communication, Dr. Lee positively denies 


the existence of such elements! Whence this unexplained change ? 

3. We shall thankfully avail ourselves. of Dr. Lee’s advocacy of 
Jewish integrity, whenever the Jews shall again be taxed by some one 
or other of the Doctor’s co-religionists, with having corrupted the text 
or the language of the Sacred volume. In the present case, his pathos 
ls outof place. Wesimply believe the Israelites to have used the lan- 
- Zuage inherited from their fathers: it is Dr. Lee, on the contrary, who 
taxes the Hebrews, with having, by their own deflections from true 
religion, corrupted the sacred tongue. ma | 

4. See our Note 9. 
5. This prophecy has been fulfilled to the line of Shem, in whose tents 

God was worshipped, and from whose race the knowledge of the One 
God has gone forth to the utmost bounds of the earth. But the fulfil- 


nent of this prophecy requires no more the perpetual reign of pure 


Monotheism in the line of Shem, than it requires the ubiquitous pre- 
valence of true religion, at any one time, in all the tents of Shem, 
Either condition would be an unwarrantable addition to the text, which 
“Says nothing about always nor every where. What Dr. Lee may think 
it right to expect of God, cannot furnish to us a standard for inter- 
preting prophecy. Rejecting, as we do, the Doctor’s addition to the 


text, we prefer his translation of the original, really extant, to that of — 


the authorised version : 5 is certainly a plural, referring to both 
Shem and Japhet. | | 
6. It seems plainly enough stated in the text (Gen. xxxi, 32), that 
the Theraphim, which Laban was come to retake, were his ‘t Gods,” 
Which is decisive as to his idolatry. If Zeraphim do sometimes mean 


statues, or Samily pictures (which we will not stop to discuss), they. | 


cannot be styled ‘* Gods,” except when those statues are considered to 
such by the owner of the Zheraphim. From this fact, we are justified 


| to infer that Laban had not put aside the idolatry of his ancestors, 


though we do not pretend to fix the degree of idolatry in which he lived, 
nor in how far the primitive Monotheistic religion had become 
obliterated in his house: traces of a knowledge of God may have, aad 
we believe had, remained in the whole line; but such knowledge was 
darkened by that admixture of idolatry of which Seripture speaks. We 
have a further proof of the idolatrous practices prevalent in Laban’s 
locality, in the injunction made by Jacob on his family, when 
arriving at Sichem, “to put away the strange gods,” which they had 


brought with them from their sojourn with Laban (Gen, xxxv. 2, 4). - 


That such a state of idolatry is compatible with a knowledge of the 
existence of the Greut God, the Creator, is manifest from the history of 
the Samaritans (2 Kings xvii. 33), and of other heathens, and unfortu- 
nately, from the di flections to idolatry among the Hebrews themselves. 
But this state of idolatry, as shown to-have existed in the house of 
Laban, is enough for our purpose, since it will explain the admission of 
Polytheistic elements into the language (which is all we endeavour to 


trace): and it will, moreover, account for all the co-eristing manifesta- 
tions of a knowledge of, and a belief in, the Great God, Adonai. In 


conclusion, we will just remark, that Laban might well fancy an iden- 


_, tity between the religion of Abraham and of Nahor (Gen, xxxi. 53), 


Whereas, Jacob guarded himself against attesting the god of Nahor! 
(Gen, xxxi.42.) The Doctor's assertion, that Laban declares, in ¥. 29, 
the God who appeared to him to be the God of /is fathers, is certainly 


contrary to the text. 


7. All that can be said of Lot's religious principles, must be hypo- 
8. We do not consider it an imputation on Abraham's character, to 
say, that he relinquished idolatry for the worship of the only God! 


9. Wecannot but consider all the substantives that precede the verb. 
VIAL) (in Josh, xxiv. 2) to be the nominative to the latter ; Therah, 


etc., being adduced to show the extent of the idolatrous generations. 


Dr. Lee’s expedient, of connecting Therah with the proposition in the | 


subsequent verse, proves itself a failure at once. For, this third verse 


speaks of events in which Therah took no part. Consequently, on 
Dr. Lee’s hypothesis, Therah would have been introduced into the 


second verse, for no purpose whatever; there would be nothing at all 
affirmed of him.- Ergv, the proposition atfirmed of the ‘ fathers” of 


the Hebrews in verse 2, does, to all intents and purposes, include 


‘“'Therah the father of Abraham, and the father of Nahor” within its 
meaning. It is true, that a general proposition does not, of necessity, 


~ affect all the individuals of the species designated; we are, therefore, 


ready to giant, that what is affirmed of the Israelites, generally, in 


verse 14, allows exceptions in favour of individual Israelites. Nor should. 
we have had any objection to except “* "Therah,” etc. from the general ES 
proposition respecting ‘* your fathers” in verse 2, had we not already : 
seen, that * Therah,” etc. cannot be disposed of in so summary a way. 


The text refuses to grant this exception. It would, therefore, be per- 
fectly indifferent to us, if all the quotations produced by Dr. Lee, in his 
Note, were quite apposite to the principle which he advocates ; but, ia 
truth, we find that there is not one of all his scriptural texts that can be 
called parallel-to the sentence in Josh, xxiv, 2 ,;—they are, all, examples 
of the aid which a transposition of the text affords in interpretation. 


Lut transposition is of no avail in the context betore us (Josh. xxiv. 2). 


We, therefore, abide by the just conclusion, that Joshua numbers 

“Therah,'the father of Abraham and of Nahor , among the idolatrous 

ancestors of the Israelites, 
10. See our concluding remarks. 
‘dl. Neither the Hebrew text, nor the Aramaic Paraphrase, state one 


word about any information having been asked by Boaz, as to the ille-_ 


gality or legality of his union with Ruth. This question is not as 
much as mentioned there, though it is the only one it behoves Dr. Lee 
to settle. Mr. Middleman would, probably, tell Dr. Lee, that the 
legality of the marriage could not be doubted, since Ruth was 
a woman of Moab, But Dr. Lee is bound to prove, how the Sane 


hedrin could be justified in declaring thut legal, which, according to the 


Mosaic text, as Dr. Lee reads it, was plainly illegal, All that Boaz, 
according to Ruth 4, required of the Elders, was their official testimony 
to the ratification of his purchase of the property of his kinsman, 
Elimelech, which conveyance was contingent on the marriage of the 
widow relict. 
been settled before any of these formalities could he entered upon; er 
rather, according to the ‘Talmud, this question required no settlement 
—or else, the whole transaction was illegal. | ies 

12. There is not the least convincing power in this argument, To 
make the legality of a marriage depend on the fertility which may 
attend the union, 1s to do away with all the prohibitions on incest, etc. 


But the question of the legality of the union must have ~ 
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- “\37D%D; since previously to the passing of the Mosaic Law, the Tal- || 
mud recognises only six species of FV", among which the case of 
Judah and Thamar finds no place. (See Maimonides, Hilchoth Me- 
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Thus, any man might have married his mother, and told the incrimi- 


nating authorities, just to wait a year or two, or four, or fifty, ere they 


could be positive of the illegality of this incestuous marriage; to main- 
tain, or even to suppose, that God would not surely allow an illegal 
union to produce issue, is altogether visionary. If incestuous marriages, 


e. g., must be sterile, as such, where could a single “\77D7) ever have © 


come from? and if none could be born, why did the law legislate for 


impossible DYYWWM? Therefore, the Dr. has certainly no right to 


assume that the Lord would not have given Ruth conception, had this act 


infringed the law. If a man steal corn and sow it, will it not sprout as 
- well-as legitimately purchased grain? If it do not sprout, is the theft | 


less criminal? If it do sprout, is the theft no longer acrime? Itisa 
bicssing, that the law of England is not subject to being interpreted on 
the dangerous principle here foisted by Dr. Lee on the Hebrew Juris- 
prudence. We consider it a recognition of the greater solidity of our 
argument, that Dr. Lee exacts from us a demonstration of every, even 
the most incidental assertion (as is right), whereas he contents himself 


with resting the whole strength of his position on the merest supposition | 
13. Of course not—because Boaz was not a woman of Moab! But, 


if Dr. Lee thinks that Boaz was, in the eve of the Talmudical law, a 
Pharez, the ancestor of Boaz, was himself no 


lachim, ete. chap. ix.) 


14. The blessing also includes the mention of Rachel and of Leah, | 
although there is no legal parallel between their marriages and the case | 


1s. See our Note 13. 


- 16. This is, indeed, the candid avowal of Dr. Lee’s position. ~The | 
- Doctor cannot produce any grounds, on which the marriage between — 
Boaz and Ruth could be sanctioned, on Biblical data. (To speak of || 


Sanhedrin in the case of Pharez, is to commit an anachronism.) 


17. Gen. ii. 24, applies only to a wife. legally united to a man, 


according to the marriage law of respective epochs; only such a one is 


called:° wife): and ere this text. can be made to cover the case || 
called TWN (wife); and ere this text can be made t idtactedorts God ; and an ancient record furnishes us with a substantial argument 


of Ruth, we must know the grounds on which she could become the 


PWN (wife) of Boaz: but these grounds Dr. Lee acknowledges him- || 
self unable to detect in the Mosaic Law ; and since Dr. Lee recognises |}. 
no other law-text for the Hebrews— Ruth had no right (except always © 
~ under the Talmudical license, which Dr. Lee rejects, but for which he- 
can find no substitute whatever) to become the wife of an Israelite, and. 


consequently, none to become a mother in Israel. 


This being the last notice that we can find space for, in this J ournal, 


on the discussion respecting Elohim (which, we hope, from the learned 


- communications it has ‘elicited from our various correspondents, has | 
proved of interest to a goodly number of readers), we shall now en- || 
- deavour to resume the various parts of our argument, not omitting to 


answer such objections not yet disposed of, as we have noticed in 
Dr. Lee’s remarks. 


[he institutions (political and religious) of a people exert an in- 


- fluence, salutary as well as otherwise, on the language of the nation. 
Tf, then, the ancestors of the people, in whose language the Bible was. 


written (the Hebrews), ever practised idvlatry, then we may expect to 
find traces of idolatrous opinions in the Hebrew language ; -but a lan- 


guage is modelled and influenced by the mind of the people en masse : | 
individuals, especially in times when writing for the people was not in | 


vogue, cannot be supposed to have exerted any appreciable influence 
on the language of the totality. Now we find, in Joshua, that the 


forefathers of the Hebrews did practise idolatry ; we, therefore, attri. 
bute to those idolatrous times the introduction, into the Hebrew lan- || 
guage, of the polytheistic element cognizable in such words as Elohim, — 


Theraphim, and perhaps a few more. If individuals belonging to the 
line of Shem be still believed to have remained true to pure mono- 


theism, surely Therah and his house cannot be numbered among them; 


nor could the religious state of such individuals have saved the general 
language of the people (which alone we have in view) from being 
affected by the idolatry of the masses. In the next place, when an 
exception from a general proposition so plainly laid down as that in 
Joshua, is claimed for an individual or individuals, the exception must 
be proved to have existed. Such proof has been attempted by Dr. Lee 


in the cases of Laban and his house; of Job and his friends; and of 


Melchizedek, king of Salem. Having nothing further to say with 
respect to Laban’s family (see our note 6), we shall now examine, in 
the first place, whether Dr, Lee is correct in stating of Job and his 
fr.ends that their monotheism descended to them, unimpaired, from 
their fathers, so that Job and his associates had no occasion to return 
to monotheism (Dr. Lee’s letter in No. 68). We shall allow our learned 


- Earth, both very beautiful persons. They 
|, Ouranos married his sister Ge, and they had four sons: Ilus (whose — 


correspondent to construe, according to his own mind, the geneal 


of Job and that of his friends, without forcing on him th 
proving his historical assumptions (though they are nothin, 

We will allow Job to be a descendant from Uz, and a relative of Elin 
(assumed to be) a descendant of Buz, of the house of Nahor 7 
xxli. 21). Granted! Then, they were the offspring of Therak 
idolater, and their fathers served other gods beyond the river J the 
xxiv, 2)! Then, their language was tainted with polytheistic Pg 
ments, in the same degree and from the same causes as that of th 
other children of Therah! Then, Job and his associates (to say site 
of such as sprang from Esau) had to return, either themselves or the 
more immediate progenitors, from polytheism, in order to bec ne 
monotheists ! | 
_ Turn we now to Melchizedek! This king of Salem was a priest 
consequently he had a flock to whom he ministered. He appears, mor | 
over, to have used the language of Heber, if the forms of the Pro : 
names occurring in his history may be taken for vouchers, Then if 
there were really, at the time of Melchizedek, a regularly established 
worship of the True God, with a priest and people, we are at a loss how 


to reconcile therewith the plain expressions of scripture, to the effect 


that the Israelites were the nation by whom God, the Lord, was first and 
duly worshipped. Individuals we leave out of account. We know that 
Eleazar, of Damascus, was received into the Lord’s covenant by the 
instrumentality of Abraham ; others there may have been of the same 
character, for aught that the scriptures say to the contrary. But we 
may not admit that there was a people of true worshippers before the 


establishment of the Hebrews into a nation, without slighting the 
veracity of the scriptures. In Deut. iv. 19, we are informed that the 
idolatrous worship of the heavenly bodies was the portion of all the 


people, except the Israclites, under the sum (Pom, not DO; thea 


| not henceforward, but in time past also). David declares “all the 
_ gods of the nations idois” (Psalm xcvi. 5); and Moses is instructed 


to tell Pharaoh emphatically, that God has chosen Israel, the first-born - 


|| of the Lord (Exod iv. 22, * This is the nation whose fathers were the 


first to serve me.” Aben Ezra). We are, on these grounds, disinclined 
to grant that Melchizedek was a priest of the Lord Adonai, the One 


in support of our suspicion. Among the fragments from Philo, of 
Byblus’ translation of Sanchoniathon’s Phoenician History, preserved 
by Eusebius of Caesarea, there is an account of the origin and spread 
of the idolatries of Syria and Palestine. We extract from it the follow- 


Ing passages :—At that time there was born Elioun, called in Greek 
Hypsistos, the Most High, who, by his wife, Beruth, had a son, 


Epigeus, subsequently called Ouranos, Heaven, and a daughter, Ge, 
were born at Byblus. 


followers were afterwards called Eloim); Betylus; Dagon, the God of © 


Corn; Atlas—(see Dr.Cumberland’s History of Sanchoniathon from 


| Eusebius’ first book of Praparatio Evangelica; Bochart, Phaleg. — 


book ii. chap. 2). We consider the above mentioned husband of 


|| Beruth to be that god “ Elioun, the procreator of Ouranos, Heaven, 


and of Ge, Earth”’ TT3Ip> to procreate literally and figuratively, as 


Gen. iv. 1, Deut. xxxii. 6), whose priest was Melchizedek, the king of 


Salem. In the name of ‘hat fabulous deity, he blessed our patriarch 
Abraham ; whereas the latter, in Ais reply to the king of Sodom, swore 
by the Lord Adonai as the real YN) DMIU MIP! (Gen. xiv. 20 


and xiv, 22)—a difference which has been remarked by many, but for 


the explanation of which we are indebted to the erudite S. Munk of 


Paris.—(See Archives Israélites for August, 1841.) —Eb. J. CHRON. 


A PARISIAN LADY, of the Jewish Faith, wiskes to obtain a situation In — 


the family of one of her Co-religionists, either as a Resident or Daily 


Governess. She undertakes to teach her own Language in its utmost 


purity; the Rudiments of German; Useful and Ornamental Needle Work. 


She has, also, sufficient knowledge and practice of the English Language to 


superintend the preparation of Lessons for a Master in that branch 0 
instruction. 
The Lady whom she has recently quitted, and who conducts 4 i 
Establishment of the first respectability, would testify satisfactorily to ¢ 
foregoing, as also to her trustworthiness and desire to oblige. 
Address (free) to A. B. 26, Newman-Street, Oxfurd-Street. 
W ANTED a Situation as Young Ladies’ Maid, or as Come 
in a respectable Jewish family. References to highly respectable ~ 
lies can be given. The advertiser speaks the English, French, and Germs 
Languages. No objection to go abroad. 
Apply to A. B., 28, Bury-street, St. Mary- Axe. 
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J EWISH CHRONICLE. 


ews’ HOSPITAL, Mile End, for the esi of the Aes 
and for the Education and Employment of Youth, 

The Anniversary Dinner, in aid of the funds of the above Institution, will 

take place at the London Tavern, Bishopsgate- Street, on vs the 24th 


nt. 
PATRON. 


H. R.H. Tue Duke OF CAMBRIDGE, K. G. 
In the Chair. 


VICE-PATRONS. 


His Grace the Duke of Somerset, K.G. 
His Grace the Duke of Leinster. _ 
The Right Hon, Lord Bexley, 


PRESIDENT. 
Hananel de Castro, Esq. 
VICE-PRESIDENTS. 
sir Anthony De Rothschild, Bart. | S. H. Ellis, Esq. 
TREASURERS, 
Aaron Joseph, Fsq. Lawrence Myeis, Esq. 
STEWARDS. 


B.S. Phillips Esq. 
W., Rothray, Esq. 


Rev. Dr. Bowles. 
D. M. Davidson, Esq. 
Jonas Defries, Esq. Denis M. Samuel, Esq. 
Luke J. Hansard, Esa. Lewis Worms, Esq. 
Henry Seymour Westmacott, Esq. 
By Order, Ss. SO LOMON, 


“HEBREW CONGREGA TION, DUBLIN. 
ITANTED, an unmarried MAN to perform the Duties of 


YOUTH, and ENGLISH, ‘if possible. Salary, £70 per annum, besides per- 
guisites, and income from teaching. If competent to lecture in English, it 
would be taken into consideration. It will be indispensable that Moral 
Character and Qualifications be testified by the Reverend the Chief Rabbi. 
Applications to. be addressed to Mr. Lewis Harris, 19, Suffolk-street, 
| | | 
pene 23rd, 5607. 


Just Published, Price 10s, 6d. 


HE BOOK OF LIFE, in Hebrew and: English, being a , Complete For- 

mula of the Service and Family Devotion adapted for the use of the 

Sick, and for those who attend them in their dying moments ; also a Selec- 
tion of Moral Reflections, with a compendium of the several laws and cere- 
monies to be observed on such mournfal occasions, which may serve as a 
Guide to Provincial Communities, or those of the Colonies ; to which is 
added, an Ancient Hebrew Exhortation written by Rabbi Muses Aben Ezra, 
Translated by the Rev. B. H. Ascher, 

London: Meldola, Cahn, and Co, 18, St. Mary Axe, City; 
B. H. Ascher, 20, Pry Street, St. Mary Axe ; and S. Solomon, 2, Bevis 
Marks, London. 


Shortly will be Published, 


HEBREW DELECTUS of the BIBLE, Arranged for 


‘% Teaching Hebrew from the Commencement by Reading. With Ex- 
planatory Notes, Copious Vocabularies, and a Key to the Exercises. To 
which is added A CONCISE HEBREW GRAMMAR; forming a Guide to 
the Delectus. By A. Briinn, of the University of Breslau. 

The plan and a considerable portion of the MS. have been examined and 
highly approved by many eminent practical Hebraists. 

The Work wiil contain about 300 pp. 8vo., price h2s. 6d. Subscribers’ 


Hames will be received by the Author, at No. 2, Upper Park-Street, Barns- 


bury Park, Islington. 


Prospectuses may be had at the Jewish Chronicle Offices, 
Toundsditeh, 


. 


TO BE SOLD WITHOUT RESERVE, 


er remaining Collection of Hebrew and other Books, of the late Hyam 

| Barnett; Consisting of 2000 Vols. on all Subjects, well worth the 
attention of ‘Jewish and Christian Divines, Students of the Hebrew and 
haldaic Languages, etc., etc., and their Literature, at the Auction Rooms, 
Id Jewry, on Wednesday next, at Twelve precisely, where Catalogues 

may be had; also, of M. L. Barnett, No.2, St. James’s, Duke’s-Place, 

and Mr, S, Solomon, Bevis Marks. | 

0 be viewed a Day previous to, and on the Morning of the Sale. 


24 & 132 


and SECRETARY, and fully competent to teach HEBREW to the | 


Rev. 


“NEW WORK, BY GRACE AGUILAR, 


In 2 Vols., Foolscap, Cloth. Price 10s. 
OME INFLUENCE. A Tale for Mothers and Daughters. By the 
Author of The Women of Israel,’ “ Jewish Faith,” &e, &e. 


*,” “ These beautifully conceived volumes cannot fail to be as acceptable 
as it is certain they will prove ee to many a domestic circle." — 


| New Monthly Magazine. 


London: Groombridge and Sons, Publishers, 5, Paternoster-Row ; and , 
may be had of Mr. 8, Solomon, Hebrew Bookseller, 2, Bevis Marks. 


HE COMMITTEE OF THE YOUTHS’ BENEVOLENT 


SOCIETY will meet on Sunday, June 13th, to relieve three lads, 
between 13 and 20 years of age, by providing them with such goods as may 
enable them to obtain an honest livelihood. Application to be made previous 
to June 6th, before 10 o’clock in the morning, to 
| M. MYERS, Honorary Secretary, 

7th, 5607. Camomile-street, City. 


‘ 


SAMUEL SOLOMON, 
HEBREW BOOKSELLER AND PUBLISHER, 2, BEVIS MARKS, 
ST. MARY AXE, CITY, 


-TPAKES. this opportunity of acquainting his Friends and the ‘Pablic 


generally, that he has purchased the Business (together with the great- 


i} est portion of the Stock) of the late Mr. Hyam Barnett, and is enabled to 
offer them Books at unprecedentedly low prices, 


_A large assortment of Hebrew and sts ated Prayer Books, 
Hebrew ditto 


Henry's. Prayer Books, in 
Henry's Class Books— Hebrew Bibles. 


New Hebrew Primer, 


Festival Prayers. 


Hebrew and English 5 and Hebrew publications of every 
description. 


Assortment of Silk, Lama, and Polish once and poon 


Vol. IL. of the Festival Prayers. is Peospad for delivery; and Vol. IT, will be 
ready in a few weeks, 


Book- Binding | in all its Branches, 


W EST ERN JEWISH, PHILANTHROPIC INSTIT UTION. 


| Report 
Or tue Commirree or tue Western Jewisn PHinan- 
THROPIC INSTITUTION TO THE THE 


GeneraAL Bopy or 
SupscriBens, APRIL, 1847. 


N submitting to the notice of the Subscribers and Friends to 
this Institution, the annexed Yearly Accounts, terminating in- 


March, 1847, the Committee most earnestly solicit attention to 


the following statement :— 
The Western Jewish Philanthropic Institution, te only one of 


its precise character existing in this Metropolis, has been in opera- 


tion since the year 1828; during which time it has conferred 
more important benefits on the Jewish poor, in consequence of the 
several channels of benevolence to which its funds are directed, 
than any other charitable society with so limited an amount of 
income, 

Nine hundred and sixty- two cases of distress have been tolieved, 
in sums varying from 20s. to 6/., amounting in all to 1,500/. ; 
further sum of 264/. 4s. has been awarded to aged pensioners in _ 
weekly stipends ; and lastly, upwards of a hundred families, most 
of whom were once in comparatively easy circumstances, have 
been assisted in the hour of need, with loans, without charge or 
interest, to the amount of 645/, These three separate objects of 
benevolence, for which the Funds of the Society are made avail- 
able, have, during the period that the charity has existed, required 
an aggregate expenditure of no less a sum ‘than TWO THOUSAND 
FOUR HUNDRED AND NINE POUNDS. 

On referring in the balance-sheet to the very small amount of 
income derivable from Annual Subscriptions, (and which on the 
present occasion is rather above the average of ordinary years,) 
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will be seen how singularly disproportionate the fixed yearly con- |} any way morally disqualified from receiving the benefits of a pun: 
tributions ate to the vast sums dispensed in relief; and how || Charity. _ eer nvidia, Public 
utterly impossible it would be to effect a tithe of the philanthropic | Secondly, by granting Loans to those who are placed in temr 
purposes which it has been the privilege of this Institution to || rary difficulties, and by enabling them to struggle against ¢h 
accomplish, unless a generous public had furnished aid in another | trials which virtuous industry has often to encounter, the nt e 
shape, to a far more considerable extent. | able standing, not only of individuals, but of families of 4 
- Large sums have been realised from time to time by means of || duals is preserved, and many persons are saved from Ag 


theatrical representations, to which the Managing Committees || degradation which pauperism seldom fails to produ self 


4 were obliged to have recourse, for the necessary support of the |) friend to humanity must appreciate this genuine act of boners! 
a Institution. And on each of these occasions, a warm and cordial || of the Philanthropic Institution ; performed, too, with go bi 
= | | co-operation has been manifested by the public—the surest evi- | delicacy, with such regard for the sensitiveness of a fellow-creates 
4 dence of the high sense which is entertained of this Society, and || broken in fortune, that the name of the borrower is not published 
; of the genuine philanthropic objects which it effects. nor is it known beyond the circle of the Committee who award the 
— Encouraged by the experience of the past, the Committee were |! loan required. oe oo 
[| desirous of appealing at the commencement of the present year to S. Exxis, President, . 


the friends of this Institution, in the same form as on by-gone | 
occasions. But the affliction which had befallen the sister King-_ 
doms, and the scarcity, and the consequent enhanced price of the | 
ff - indispensable articles of food, which that visitation was necessarily | 


Donations and announcements of Increased or New Subs 
tions will be thankfully received by the President and Comm 
also by L. Lazarus, Secretary, 24, Denmark-Street, Soho. 


crip- 
ittee 


7 causing in this country, so augmented the claims upon the Jewish {| Bapance SHEET FOR THE YEAR ENDING Marcy l6ry 
public in common with the rest ot their benevolent compatriots, 5607 (1847). 
that the Committee held it expedient to remain inactive, when {| 
cases more immediate might seem to claim a preference, and when |} Keceipts. 
=) __ it appeared that the Society’s exchequer would be able to meet all |[ Balance in hands of Treasurer, as per last Report = 59 1 10 
contingencies, without periling the stability of the Institution. To Collections .... 8 10 
The very circumstances, however, which. prompted the Com- || Repay ment of Loans . 66 5 6 
ay mittee at that time to refrain from making an appeal this year, | Withdrawn from Savings Bank ......00.. vsee = 00 00 00 
4 urge them from a sense of duty to adopt a different course. || Donation from J. L. Elkin, Esq..... 
distress of the past Winter has told its tale on the funds of || 
this Society in a manner which the Committee cannot contem- || 162° 
4 plate, without recognising the conduct they ought to pursue. || 
During the months of February and March, the applications for Expenditure. 
relief were unprecedentedly numerous ; and the severe sufferings of By relief, twenty-nine cases 
aw the applicants, which appalled the stoutest hearts amongst those || Pour ccskle pensioners, fifty-two weeks, at 3s. ee 31-428 
accustomed to view scenes of distress, induced the Committee to One pensioner, fifty weeks 
iW dispense aid with that generous hand which the exigencies of the ||. ee a eee 
season demanded. The natural consequence is, that the Funds of || dllector’s poundage 611 0 
the Society are now at a lower ebb than they have been for many Salary to Secretary 
he Committgé are, therefore, reluctantly compelled to appeat’ In hands of Treasurer... 
again to the kindness of those who are so well aware of the || 
blessings which this Institution deals out to the poor; and such is || 16 2 
the confidence they entertain of the sympathy which the sacred || 
| | cause of Charity awakens in every humane breast, that they feel {| 
i. convinced their appeal will not be made in vain. They venture to ‘|| _ poe FUNDS OF THE SOCIETY. ee 
fora renewal of that support manifested in former years; andas || ate 
the Institution has become more and more efficient in its economy In Savings’ 
—more and more indispensable to the poor—they look forward Due from 6 
the same co-operation which the Charity has received whenever || In hands of Treasurer ........ co eae es of 7 8 
public aid has been solicited. Whether support be furnished by || 
Donations or by increased Annual Subscriptions, in either case || (£323 3 
the Committee will have cause to rejoice. All their desire 
that the Philanthropic Society may be enabled in future to || 
befriend virtue in poverty sind. suffering, as it has done for nine- ___Namus or PENSIONERS, AND WHEN ELECTED. 
teen years past ; and that the cry of the widow and the orphan, of || ©==Dinan Sotomon, August, 1839. 
the aged and the infirm, may not be met with the reply (which Pua@se Garcia, August, 1839, (since dead). 
needs must be given if additional aid be not afforded) that the Lyp1A ABRAHAMS, October, 1839, (since dead). aces 
“sources of benevolence are exhausted. Moses Hyams, Feb. 1840, since resigned his  pensie?. 
Two considerations are especially urged on the attention of the || _ having been admitted an inmate of the Jews’ Hospital. 
public, in regard to the efficacy of this Institution. First, no Moses BenJamiy, February, 1840, (since dead). 
amount of money indiscriminately given in alms by individuals, Henry Davis, March, 1841. 
can possibly equal the benefits which the minimum sum dispensed _ Isaac Harris, November, 1841. 
by this Society is made to accomplish. The merits of every | IsrageL SoLomon, March, 1843, (since dead). 
application for relief are thoroughly investigated by the Visitin ELizABetH SoLomon, November, 1843. | 
Committee ; and whilst a bounteous hand is extended to those who — SARAH Barvett, April, 1846. 
are disposed to labour in the field of honest industry, and to pro- |) 
pre protect the Funds Wall, by John Wertheimer, of No. 5, West-street, cle (fies, 
from those who follow mendicancy as a profession, or who are in 193, Houndsdive, te the the iday, May 14, 1847 
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